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legislature the king's right to legislate, otherwise than
by an express Act of Parliament, determines.

This is qualified in Calvin's case, which is the root of
this branch of the law, by these vague words : "l Also if
" a king hath a Christian kingdom by conquest, as King
<e Henry II. had Ireland, after King John had given
" into them the laws*of England for the government of
" that country, no succeeding king could alter the same
" without Parliament." If Coke meant by this that the
legislative power of the King over a conquered country
was exhausted by introducing English law into it (as Sir
Gilbert Elliot supposed), I think that his view has not
been followed in later times. 2 In many of the Crown
Colonies, and in various parts of India, in particular in the
Panjab, the 'legislative powers of the Crown have been
extensively exercised down to the time of the appoint-
ment of a local legislature. ISTo doubt, however, this
passage is favourable to the view maintained by Elliot
and unfavourable to the one taken by Impey and his
brethren.

That these principles apply to Calcutta cannot be
denied, as they have been recognised in a long series of
decided cases and parliamentary enactments. I will
mention one strong instance of each. The case of the
3 Mayor of Lyons v. the East India Company proceeds
throughout upon the principle that English law was
introduced into Calcutta at a very early period, and

1 Reports, 17 &.

3 A great number of authorities, on this matter are to be found in
Forsyte's Gonsti&utionalLaw, chapter i. p. 1-34. See especially p. 14-16.

3 Moore's Indian Appeals 175, and see the cases reported in the Notes
to it, especially Freeman 1?. Fairlie, in which I feel a personal interest,
as it consists of a confirmation by Lord Lyndhurst of a report by
Master Stephen, my grandfather, to which exception was taken.